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8. The amount of the prize will be given to the successful 
competitor in gold coin of the United States, or, if he prefer it, 
in the shape of a gold medal bearing a suitable device and in¬ 
scription. 

Signed—F. T. Miles, M.D., Baltimore ; J. S. Jewell, M.D., 
Chicago ; E. C. Seguin, M.D., New York. 


Dr. Henri Groslambert, of the Faculty of Medicine of Paris, 
may be a very learned man, but the world will probably never 
become acquainted with the fact. M. Groslambert has recently 
written a book, and a publisher has been bold enough to give it 
a printed form. It is entitled : Esquisses physiologiques de /’ homme 
mental. Beyond the title few will care to go. There are no running 
titles, no headings to the chapters, no index. There is, to be sure, 
a table of contents, and from this the would-be student of Dr. 
Groslambert’s lucubrations might reasonably expect to obtain some 
knowledge of what is in the book. We quote it entire, trusting 
that our readers are endowed with a greater power of discovering 
the inscrutable than we are. Its richness would be lost by a 
translation. 

“ TABLE DES MATIERES. 

“ Pages 


“ Chapitre I ......... r 

“II. 33 

“III.66 

“IV.124 

“V.140 

“VI.185 

“VII .249 

“ VIII.274 

“IX.313 

“X.381 

“XI.424 


Seriously, an author who issues a work with so little regard for 
the comfort of the public to which he appeals, as is exhibited by 
M. Groslambert, deserves to have his book tossed into the waste- 
paper basket. The idea which he evidently entertains, that people 
will be found with the patience, the time, and the admiration for 
the author to winnow the chaff of his 465 pages to get the grain 
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of wheat which may possibly be there, shows that he overestimates 
the good nature of those who may be persuaded from an inspec¬ 
tion of the title-page to purchase his Esquisses. 

The journal of Mental Science has recently reviewed the 
Guiteau case in a way that calls for special comment. The 
opinions expressed in this review are diametrically opposite, and 
are : first, that Guiteau was a mere scamp ; second, that he was a 
psychological monstrosity. The first opinion is that of Dr. 
Orange, and is founded on the evidence of Dr. John P. Gray and 
the resume of the evidence in the case given in the Journal of 
Insanity. The second opinion is by Dr. Tuke, and is founded 
apparently on the papers of Drs. C. F. Folsom and Channing. 
The first opinion is the deliberate one. The second is obviously 
prompted by a desire to placate the experts for the defence. The 
first opinion, therefore, may be accepted as representing the views 
of the Journal of Mental Science , since to accept both is to con¬ 
demn the Journal for its inconsistency. The first opinion, as al¬ 
ready stated, is based on Dr. Gray’s evidence, and his rtsumt of 
the evidence of the experts for the defence and prosecution. 
When one takes the opinions of a physician from the writing of 
an opponent, he does that physician an injustice, unless such op¬ 
ponent may be relied upon to make an accurate presentation of 
the facts. Can we then place entire confidence in Dr. Gray’s rd- 
suml In the same number of the Journal of Metital Science is a 
demand for Dr. Gray to answer a certain grave charge preferred 
by Dr. Wilbur. This charge is well substantiated, and the evi¬ 
dence of such substantiation has been in the hands of the editors 
of the Journal of Mental Science for years, and has been studious¬ 
ly ignored. This may seem a strong assertion, but the evidence 
thereof will be presented in detail. In 1875 Dr. Bucknill wrote 
as follows concerning the asylum at Utica : 

“ The asylum contains six hundred and fifty patients, . . . 

and I was pleased to find that not one patient was either under 
restraint or in seclusion. I observed one young man in a state of 
great excitement, suffering indeed under the restlessness of the 



